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THE PRINCIPLES INTERPRETING GENESIS AND 


PRESIDENT, FAITH THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 


have been asked discuss the principles that should govern our interpreta- 


tions the first two chapters Genesis. The first these would like state 
follows: 


When take something that are sure God’s Word must have 
different attitude toward than would toward something that merely the word 
man. What man writes may true false, depending the integrity 
the man and also his opportunity having correct knowledge the facts with 
which deals. Some men intentionally deceive; others very sincerely lead astray, 
since they themselves are mistaken. 

When examine writing that know part God’s Word there can 
question the integrity the author, nor his complete knowledge 
everything with which deals. Therefore must approach reverently and 
since who ourselves are finite are approaching that which absolute 
truth, 

This does not mean there may not problems dealing with the Word 
God. When the finite mind attempts explain that which has come from the infinite, 
there will naturally depths will unable penetrate, and there may even seem 
contradictions which not yet prepared solve. such case should 
face the problem promptly and openly, holding the particular matter abeyance 
until God chooses give light from other portions His Word the correct 
answer. 

must not jump conclusions about statement God’s Word. very 
easy read our ideas into it. must approach with humility, with earnest effort, 
and with sincere desire know the mind God. must not deal lightly with 
God’s Word. 


The second principle that should govern our interpretation this passage 
this. 


This can note two regards: 


These chapters occur the very beginning the Bible. All God’s Word 
starts with the presentation the account creation. This sets the foundation, lays 
the scene, and establishes the background for all the events that occur later. can 
sure that anything that God has put important place great importance. 
must very careful that treat aright, and that not explain away any- 
thing that clearly stated. 

second reason feel that this occupies important position God’s 
Word, the later Biblical references it. Just note three examples: First, Romans 
“Nevertheless, death reigned from Adam Moses, even over them that had not 
sinned after the similitude Adam’s transgression, who the figure him that was 
come.” This verse and number others the book Romans show how Paul’s 
teaching about the Gospel relates back the Old Testament account Adam. Paul 
deals with fact, not parable, allegory, fiction. 

Similarly Cor. 15:45 read: “And written, the first man Adam 
was made living soul; the last Adam was made quickening spirit.” Here again 
Paul deals with Adam historical fact, not figure allegory. 
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like fashion, Tim. 2:13,14 deals with specific details about the story 


Adam and Eve. These early chapters the Old Testament are vital foundation all 
the Biblical teaching. 


The third principle note follows: 


Must INTERPRET SOME EXTENT THE LIGHT PURPOSE AND LIT- 
ERARY ForM. 


This principle that can great importance relation many parts 
the Bible. not nearly important relation these particular chapters 


many others. mention here only for the sake completeness. Let look briefly 
each the two elements mentioned it. 


Purpose. What the purpose these chapters? quite evident from 
their position, from the general context, and from the New Testament references, that 
they are here order tell how our whole present situation began, how the 
world started, how comes about that redemption needed. Their purpose fact- 
ual purpose. vital purpose, introductory everything that follows the 
Scripture. There nothing their purpose which entitles deal lightly alle- 
gorically with anything these chapters. 


Literary Form. with any other section the Bible, ask the question, 

The distinctive marks Hebrew poetry are not found these chapters. There 
more reason take them allegory than take the story the life Christ 


allegory. the account Jesus factual, there reason believe that the 
account creation and Adam not equally factual. 


don’t quite like the way worded the question: “Is figurative?” can 
Figures speech are scattered here and there throughout the Bible throughout all 
literature. rule they add our understanding, rather than detract from it. 
When say, the man was lion the fight, one thinks that mean that 
chewed the enemy with his teeth clawed them with his fingernails. obvious 
everyone that mean that fought with bravery, with tenacity, with courage. 
just clear literal language could possibly make it. fact, probably clearer. 


Figures speech not necessarily bring obscurity. Used sparingly they add clarity 
well beauty. 


always possible passage Scripture raise the question whether cer- 
tain expressions are meant taken figurative literal. But there very 
little the chapters under consideration that could raise the question whether 
figurative language involved. The passage about factual and literal any 
section anywhere the Bible. 


Must REALIZE THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN SOURCE INFORMATION 
AND RESULTS. 


The question where Moses got the information included these chapters 
interesting one. Some would hold that God gave him vision and that describes 
what saw this vision. Others would believe that the vision came Abraham, 
perhaps even Adam and that its content was passed until reached Moses. 
not particularly important our doctrine inspiration ascertain when the 
knowledge was received, how was received. The important thing that Moses 
wrote the book Genesis under the inspiration the Holy Spirit, who was keeping 
him from error. Moses had erroneous ideas his mind, the Spirit kept him from 
putting them down writing. The Spirit guided Moses the selection words 
from his own vocabulary order use them express the truth that God wished 
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presented the passage. Regardless the question how Moses got the information 


that these chapters, what wrote down true account exactly what God 
wants know. 


Must Reap THE NARRATIVE, Nor ASSUME THAT 


Nothing that was ever written was complete. complete account something 
would impossible finite man. There are always additional elements and ideas 
that cannot stated the space that available. John 21:25 read follows: 
there are also many other things which Jesus did, the which, they should 
written every one, suppose that even the world itself could not contain the books 
that should written.” Jesus did things which have record. The Bible 
simply gives selection those that are most important for know. This 
true about anything that describe. necessary make selection. God caused 
that the writers the Bible should make selection every part it. The selection 
not complete and cannot be. 


make statement that came here yesterday from Philadelphia, that 
true statement far goes, but does not tell the method used come. 
does not say whether walked, rode horseback, swam, took train, bus, used 
private car. mention any one these means conveyance, does not tell 
whether used all the way part the way. does not tell what route 
There are dozens questions that could asked. would take whole 
volume fully describe simple event the life any us. Millions elements 
and aspects entered into God’s establishment the universe is. must not 
assume that all this intended fully explained the account Genesis. 


The Bible not book physics chemistry. could not write complete 
physics chemistry book from the statements the Bible. That not its purpose. 
Its purpose tell about God and how may saved from our sins and 
born into the family God. However, wherever touches physics chemistry 
can sure that what says correct. 


The Bible not even book history the sense attempting give 
complete history. does not give complete history Israel. explains those 
matters that are important the account salvation. can sure that whatever 


states true and dependable, but that there will many elements that are left un- 
touched. 


Let now look the chapter and see how this principle enters into our inter- 
pretation. The first verse says, “In the beginning God created the heaven and the 
earth.” What sort beginning does this mean? speaking the creation the 
universe whole, the particular earth which live? may refer- 
ence the creation original matter, out which all the parts the universe came 
into being. may speaking simply the particular earth with which the Bible 
principally deals. the latter case the beginning this earth that here 
mind, not the beginning the whole universe. between these two simply are 
not given material make decision. The Bible elsewhere clearly teaches that every- 
thing the universe comes from God’s creative power, and also stresses the fact that 
everything about this earth result His creative activity. cannot state dog- 
matically whether verse relates the universe whole, this earth and the 
heavens that surround it. any event both are true. Both are true whichever them 
discussed this particular verse. 


There are many who say that between verse and verse there gap 
millions years. They consider that the life span pre-Adamic race, the downfall 
Satan, and chaotic upheaval this earth, occurred between verses and The 
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Bible does not say that all this occurred that time, nor that did not. not com- 
plete this regard, many others. 


The existence such gap seems like tremendous assumption make with- 
out more evidence than can found for it. the other hand, there absolutely 
ground which one can dogmatically deny that there may have been such gap. 
one the matters which God’s revelation not complete. 


third place where the question completeness occurs relation the 
use the word “day” these chapters. The chain events connection with the 


formation and populating this earth, divided among six days. Exactly what 
does this word day mean? 


rather widespread idea that the commonest use the word day in- 
dicate period twenty-four hours. Yet little thought will show that this 
means its commonest use. Genesis the first occurrence the word verse 
where says that “God called the light Day and the darkness called Night.” 
Here very evidently does not indicate twenty-four-hour period. How long the 
light period the alternation between light and darkness? There probably 
place earth where twenty-four hours. the North Pole would approxi- 
mately six months. northern Scandinavia mid-winter might not more than 
hour two. The word day, most commonly used, indicates period greatly 
varying length. 

our present passage there still another use the word. This the one 
found Genesis 2:4, where all the events Genesis are summarized the phrase, 
“in the day that the God made the earth and the heavens.” Here the one day 
includes the whole six previous ones. Sometimes the Bible, also common 
speech, “day” indicates long period time. might say that Abraham Lin- 
coln’s day automobiles were not use. would not mean one particular twenty- 
four-hour day, but the entire period which lived. The Bible speaks “the day 
the Lord,” which clearly period many years duration. 


Thus the word day really indicates simply period time. very commonly 
used for twenty-four-hour-period, but this means exhausts its uses. Which use 
involved the six days Genesis nowhere clearly stated. This does not mean 
that are free simply assume anything want. means that should recog- 
nize that this matter which God’s revelation not complete. can gather 
evidences, and suggest possibilities, but unless find absolute proof must leave 
open question. 

first sight the words verse “and the evening and the morning were the 
first day,” might seem indicate that twenty-four-hour day was involved. However, 
little investigation will demonstrate that such statements this passage, the terms 
evening and morning are used figuratively, and simply mean beginning and ending. 
Evening the end period light. Clearly the first day could not begin with the 
end period light. Moreover, Genesis written from God’s viewpoint, rather 
than from that any man the earth. From God’s viewpoint would always 
evening and always morning. Genesis these terms are simply figurative ex- 
pressions, and therefore give indication the length the period involved. 

the third, fifth, and sixth days find evidence which suggests that more 
than twenty-four-hour period involved. the third day God did not say “Let the 
earth covered with vegetation and great trees standing full height.” said, 
“Let the earth bring forth grass, the herb yielding seed, and the fruit tree yielding 
fruit after his kind.” then read: “And the earth brought forth grass, and herb 
yielding seed after his kind, and the tree Similarly, the fifth day did not 
say, “Let the waters filled with great whales and all sorts fish.” said, “Let 
the waters bring forth abundantly the moving creature that hath life,” etc. the 
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sixth day did not say, “Let the earth covered with tigers, elephants, etc.” 
said, “Let the earth bring forth the living creature after his kind,” etc. All these 
statements strongly suggest long process, rather than immediate instantaneous 
establishment completed situation. God certainly could have caused everything 
described Genesis happen one instant chose. would not need six 
days twenty-four hours. the other hand, could spread over long per- 

The account the third day shows the trees and plants beginning grow, and 
growing out the earth, until the earth was covered with them. chose, God 
could have speeded the process that tree would grow much twenty-four 
hours normally does hundred years. For that matter, could make grow 
much five minutes hundred years, chose. But there nothing the 
passage suggest that things were done manner different from the usual 
situation. The natural interpretation the passage process which might easily 
have consumed thousands millions years. 

Thus the usage the account the third, fifth and sixth days, suggests very 
strongly that these were long periods, rather than that they were periods only 
twenty-four hours. 

notice that the course these days there are very clear evidences cer- 
tain sharp, sudden changes, constituting definite divine interventions the course 
events. This noticeable many places, but most evident connection with the 
creation man. Here God made something that was sharply differentiated from any- 
thing that had existed before. Patterns some similarity might have been used, but 
distinct divine act described, and man becomes animate only after man. 


Thus various places there evidence new divine beginning, and the 
statement that the new element bring forth “after its kind.” are not told how 
much development there may within each these sections. There development, 
growth, and progress every phase life, but there are also definite demarcations 
between the “kinds” that God has made. The Bible has not stated just how wide these 
“kinds” may be. Our information not complete this point. deny the presence 
the universe development, progress, and change would absurd and without 
any scriptural warrant. the other hand, assert that everything developed 
natural process from one simple source directly contrary what clearly stated 
this portion God’s Word. Thus must not read into the narrative, nor assume 


that meant complete, but must see what clearly stated and stand stead- 
fastly upon it. 


There sixth principle that should note: 


Must THAT THE WRITER NorMAL INTELLIGENCE, AND 
INTERPRET His TOGETHER. 


almost any writing possible interpret sentences even paragraphs 
somewhat different ways. Verbal contradictions are easy find even the most co- 
herent works. Unless completely proven that two sections what appears 
unified writing come from different sources, one should first make the attempt 
interpret them such way fit them together reasonably. 

This particular principle comes into sharp relief when note the relationship 
between Genesis 1:1-2:4, and Genesis 2:4 the end the chapter. 

very common today for unbelievers when told that person believes the 
Genesis account creation say: “Which account creation you believe? 
After all, know that Genesis starts with two contradictory accounts creation.” 

course this immediately destroys all possibility believing that 
Genesis was written one author, whether had sources not. also destroys the 


| 


possibility believing that part the inspired word God. God would not 
give two contradictory accounts the same thing. might give complimentary 
supplementary accounts which would overlap and which first sight might seem 
contradict one another, but can sure that from God the apparent con- 
tradictions will disappear close examination. 


very little attention the details Genesis and shows immediately that 
not have here two different accounts the creation the universe. Genesis 
tells about the creation light. There mention the creation light Gen- 
esis Genesis tells the creation the firmament. There mention the 
creation the firmament Genesis Genesis tells the making birds and 
fish. There specific mention birds and fish Genesis Genesis tells how 
the sun, moon, and stars were caused appear. There reference the begin- 
ning the sun, moon, and stars Genesis Genesis states that God made grass 
and herbs. There mention grass and herbs Genesis Genesis mentions 
the making fish and reptiles. These are not mentioned Genesis 


What kind story the creation the universe have there 
mention the creation sun, moon, and stars, firmament, light, grass, herbs, 
fish? Clearly Genesis far from complete story creation. Even slight exami- 
nation shows that never intended such thing. The relation Genesis 
and Genesis can compared two maps atlas, one being map the 
world and the other map the United States. The two would overlap some ex- 
tent. The position the United States indicated the map the world. few 
the most important cities the United States might named the map the 

world. But most the detail the United States would lacking the map the 
world. Contrariwise, all the continents the world except North America, and good 
bit that one, would missing the map the United States. exactly the 
same with Genesis and Genesis Genesis general treatment the creation 
the world, mentioning the creation man its proper place. Genesis gives 
more detail about the creation man and the events immediately before and after. 


frequently said that Genesis and Genesis contradict each other be- 

cause Genesis begins with watery chaos and Genesis begins with arid waste. 

This indeed sharp contradiction, the two are parallel pictures the same 
thing. might have account the history the United States which would 

begin with picture wilderness, inhabited only few Indians, and subject 
colonization European countries. Another book, account the history the 
United States the 20th century, might begin with the United States indepen- 
dent nation, strong and prosperous, and already, result the Spanish-American 
War, factor world affairs. The beginnings the two accounts would sharply 
contradict each other, until was noted that they started different times. Then 
would immediately seen that this was not contradiction all. Similarly, the 
time near the beginning the creation the world certain situation would 
found. the time shortly before the creation man entirely different situation 
would probably exist. Once note the difference the purpose and subject matter 
the two accounts, the apparent contradiction seen contradiction all. 


Some critical books state that the order the steps creation Genesis 
sharply contradicts that Genesis They say that Genesis find the follow- 
ing order: creation vegetation, creation animals, creation man and woman. 
Genesis they say, find, first, the creation man; next, the creation vege- 
tation; next, the creation animals; last, the creation woman. other critical 
books, this alleged contradiction very considerably shortened the elimination 
all reference vegetation. This second type critical book has examined the 
material little more carefully than the first type. 


Let notice this feature. The only reference that can found Genesis 
creation vegetation the statement that “the Lorp God planted garden east- 
ward Eden; and there placed the man whom had formed.” (Gen. 2:8). 
Verse specifically mentions the trees the garden. There mention grass 
herbs. Actually the account says nothing about creation vegetation; simply 
speaks the planting some trees garden. say that the statement that God 
planted garden and placed man there account the creation vegetation, 
one were say that the account man building wooden house for his 
bride account the creation. Genesis 2:8-9 really only account the 
preparation place for Adam, and most critical writers recognize this fact and 
omit from their list alleged discrepancies. 


matter fact, the writer credited with normal intelligence, even the 
planting the garden should not thought following the creation man. 
rare indeed that man will take wife, and only thereafter begin look for 
place where she could live. God can expected have much intelligence plan- 
ning normal human being. are not told that God caused garden great 
trees suddenly come into existence. are told that planted it. The account 
pictures long slow process preparing the garden fit place for Adam and 
Eve live. Are think God such poor and clumsy worker, that having 
first created man out the dust the ground and breathed into his nostrils the 
breath life, would then lay him aside dry while would plant garden and 
wait 100 years for the trees grow reasonable size and for things get 
into proper condition receive the man whom had created. When says, “and 
God planted garden,” the meaning the verb “planted” clearly that our 
English pluperfect. God had planted garden preparation for His creating man 
and had given the garden time grow the proper size before created man and 
put him it. 

would possible translate the Hebrew: “and God had planted.” How- 
ever, this not necessary, for even the word “planted,” commonly used Eng- 
lish, would not necessarily indicate that what described came later than the previous 
events. mention the preparation that God had made for the proper place for 
Adam live. Though chronologically comes earlier, altogether logical 
mention later. 


not have here contradiction the order the creation vege- 
tation. have mention the creation vegetation but merely the planting 
garden. But even this planting garden does not occur, the critics allege, 
after the creation man. Perhaps should say, does not occur unless 
presuppose that have here extremely primitive document containing the ideas 
very primitive and naive individuals, unable use normal intelligence inter- 
preting conditions the world which they are describing. one approaches the Bible 
with such presupposition this, naturally will find full contradictions and 
confusion. If, however approaches the assumption merely that the writer 
has normal intelligence, and that the courtesy which extended all other writers 
should given him, interpret his words fitting together rather than seek 
import unnecessary contradictions, this problem eliminated. 


There remains, however, the alleged contradiction the order the creation 
animals. Most critical writers maintain that Genesis has man created, then ani- 
mals, and then woman, contradiction the order Genesis which represents 
the animals being created first. 


Now true that verse find the statement that “out the ground 
the God formed every beast the field,” and that this statement occurs after 
the account the creation man. Yet, give the writer credit for normal intelli- 


gence, find that the context the purpose this statement clearly not tell 
how the animals came into being (as the lack reference many 
other elements the creation), but simply deal with important problem re- 
lation man. God wished show man his need companion. wished dem- 
onstrate him that was necessary create another being like himself. order 
demonstrate this brought all the animals before Adam, and read that there 
was found among them help meet for Adam (v. 20). describing this incident, 
only natural for the writer refer back the fact that God created the animals. 
take the story account the order creation miss its purpose alto- 
gether, even cursory examination the context should make abundantly clear. 
only reasonable consider that the author referring back the fact that God 
had already created the animals, rather than interpret his words meaning that 
they were only then created. forming the animals God had other purposes 
mind, had already been suggested chapter Here only their relation man’s 
need proper companion under consideration. 


What sort primitive mind could invent story which animals came into 
being simply the result series unsatisfactory attempts satisfy man’s need. 
After God created man, according such view, wanted man have helpmate, 
created rhinoceros. The rhinoceros did not prove satisfactory help- 
mate for man, God created hippopotamus. When this did not prove sat- 
isfactory helpmate, created giraffe, then crocodile, then elephant. Thus one 
animal after another was created. After proved unsatisfactory, was not des- 
troyed, but allowed continue—perhaps even second one was created, 
produce posterity. 


All these animals having thus proved unsatisfactory, but having begun fill 
the earth with their descendants, God thought new idea. Instead making still 


more animals, finally hit upon the expedient taking part Adam and making 
woman out it! 


How unworthy such interpretation the sublime and lofty picture 
God that fills these chapters! God knew what was about. planned all, for 
His great purposes. brought Adam the animals had previously created. 
did not create them see they would for helpmate for man. brought 
them before Adam show him that they would ‘not fill his need. The animals were 


already pairs—a fact that made even clearer Adam his own need com- 
panion. 


one wishes assume that most rude and childish intelligence produced 
this part Genesis, can easily populate the entire Bible with contradictions and 
absurdities. merely gives the writer credit for normal intelligence, and makes 
modest effort interpret his writing fitting together, most the alleged con- 
tradictions immediately disappear. 


For the English reader, would simpler began with pluperfect 
tense. Hebrew has pluperfect. The verb might just well translated plu- 
perfect here. But this not really necessary. Order statements often logical 
rather than chronological. There necessity interpreting this passage mean- 
ing that animals were created after man, and thus importing absurdities into the 
story, well making contradict Gen. 


Thus see that the alleged contradictions between Genesis and Genesis 
completely disappear close examination the passages. have account 
the creation the universe; then have more detailed account the creation 
man. There are certain overlappings between the two supplementary accounts, but 
there contradiction between them. 


This sixth principle extremely important interpretation the Bible, or, 
fact, any other literary work. 


The seventh principle also important one: 


THE STORY CREATION BUT THEM Then, Christians, they 
should accept it. 


Christian people sometimes make the mistake thinking that order lead 
people salvation necessary prove them that there are misakes the 
Bible. The Bible long book. the product the infinite mind God. God 
used complex processes bringing into existence. The end result these processes 
book which perfectly expresses His mind and His Word for us. But cannot 
expect the finite mind judge the work the infinite and prove that every de- 
tail true. work from which learn truth, not one that merely con- 
tains what already know true. 

One can understand all that the Bible teaches about the creation the world 
and still lost. One can understand all that taught about the Trinity and still 
lost. One can understand the orthodox doctrine salvation through Christ and still 
lost. The primary purpose Christian work not lead people correct 
understanding these matters, but show them their need Saviour, and 
lead them the foot the cross where they can saved from their sins through 
the all-sufficient work the Lord Jesus Christ. 

very important that this kept clearly mind may vitiate large 
portion our Christian work. 

When man has accepted Christ, the situation becomes somewhat different. 

Every Christian should realize that not enough lead people Christ, 
though that need primary. God wants not only saved; wants 
after are saved grow grace and the knowledge our Lord. wants 
come understand the ideas that are vital for our Christian life. These ideas 
are expressed the Bible. The finite mind position say: “This spiritual 
truth: this must accept; this historical truth: this need not accept.” The entire 
Bible God’s Word. all true. 

Thus order lead people Christ not necessary nor wise that con- 
fuse them with long arguments about the details the story creation. in- 
quirer particularly bothered such matters, may necessary examine his 
particular difficulty and show him that there reasonable answer the matters 
that are troubling him. However, should make sure that the emphasis kept 
where belongs, the sinful nature man, his need Saviour, and the 
sufficiency Christ and His readiness save. After one saved must show him 
how grow the Christian life. Unless his growth stunted and warped, 
must accept the Bible its entirety God’s Word. must approach it, not 
book that judge, and from which can select what wishes, but rep- 
resentation the mind God which should accept true its entirety, and 
feed upon, that may grow thereby. 

God’s Word was not written tell all about physics, chemistry, bio- 
logy. was written give understanding the truths salvation. But 
whenever touches upon these fields which deal with matters that God has created, 
what clearly says cannot wrong. 

The creation the world vital subject, and comes the very beginning 
God’s Word. Let humbly and carefully examine God’s book see what 
teaches. Let not try explain away anything find there. Let accept what 


find and enjoy the great spiritual treasures that our Lord has placed 


there for us. Faith Theological Seminary 


Elkins Park 
Philadelphia 17, Pa. 


PHENOMENAL LANGUAGE ACCORDING 
DR. BERNARD RAMM 


Dr. Martin WYNGAARDEN 
CALVIN THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 


This paper has two main points headings: First, the meaning, then the ap- 
plication phenomenal language the opening chapters Genesis according 
Dr. Bernard Ramm. 

The following observations may made concerning the meaning phenom- 
enal language, according Ramm. 

Dr. Ramm none too clear disputed points. This may due the fact 
that Dr. Ramm neither specialist the natural sciences nor specialist 
Biblical linguistics and exegesis. His field seems philosophy. 

His book has considerable value for general orientation, and particular for 
orientation concerning what calls phenomenal language. There considerable 
truth what says about phenomenal language; and there are various items 
Dr. elucidation his standpoint that deserve appreciation. But there are 
also features that deserve critical analysis, especially when come our second 
main point, now, the application. 

This second main point deals with Ramm’s APPLICATION phenomenal lang- 


uage. This application scattered throughout his book. wish begin with words 
appreciation. 


Appreciation. 


the first place, this approach can considerable value and help 
young student the natural sciences who very seriously perplexed about the re- 
lations Scripture and science, even though this statement must made with im- 
portant reservations strictures, shall see later. 

Secondly, way appreciation, can all probably agree with Dr. Ramm 
that Genesis does not speak the jargon the scientists, calling water but 
the popular language the common people, calling water, where read that 
the Spirit God brooded the face the waters. (See also page 221). And there 
are many other items Dr. Ramm’s elucidation his standpoint that deserve ap- 
preciation. But there are also several features that deserve reservations and possibly 
strictures. These reservations and strictures concern Dr. Ramm’s APPLICATION his 
idea phenomenal language various problems that every exegete and every 


Bible-believing natural scientist must face considering the first few chapters 
Genesis. 


Reservations and possible strictures concerning Dr. Ramm’s APPLICATION 
his idea phenomenal language various exegetical problems occurring any 
“natural exegesis” the first few chapters Genesis. 

But the APPLICATION connotation that Dr. Ramm has given the term, 
phenomenal language, open several reservations strictures. 

First, there may lack clarity fiat, that fiat creation. page 
254 says the following: “The extreme Fundamentalist would perhaps reply: ‘Men, 
these philosophical subtleties are the workings your own mind, and not God’s 
Word. God said what meant, and meant what said. God said made life, the 
animals and man. take this literal, direct fact, and seek evasion from it. 
Therefore, must believe fiat creation none all. evolution true, the 
Bible wrong; and must give Christ, salvation, and all the truth the New 
Testament. Because much stake, must fight evolution every turn’.! The 
very obvious mistake the extreme Fundamentalist that equates divine causa- 
tion with sudden creation and his thinking brittle right this point.” 
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Now there are scholars who have interpreted Ramm’s general position unfavor- 

ably spite the fact that speaks favorably elsewhere fiat creation. Thus Dr. 
amm says page 256: “In summary, accept progressive creationism which 
teaches that over the millions years geological history God has been fiatly cre- 


ating higher and higher forms life.” But what then can the objection Dr. 
Ramm’s presentation? 


Let quote Prof. Edwin Monsma Calvin College the September, 
1955, issue “Torch and Trumpet”. Dr. Monsma has been discussing Dr. Ramm’s 
view fiat creation and his view the six days creation and then goes say 
the following: “In sections devoted discussion evolution, the chapter 
Biology, Dr. Ramm fails distinguish between secondary creation and providence, 
two ideas that should kept clearly distinct our interpretation Genesis, accord- 
ing Professor Aalders. ‘It will not do’, says Aalders, ‘to differentiate sharply 
between primary and secondary creation that only primary creation considered the 
unique work God, whereas the secondary creation reality identified with prov- 
Says Dr. Monsma furthermore: “In Dr. Ramm’s book find not only 
identification secondary creation with providence, but further identification 
creation with evolution. Although evolution, his opinion, can never the actual 
primary cause the universe, could its secondary cause. says, only 
possible status which evolution could have that any other scientific law, viz., 
that mediate secondary creation’. The author (Dr. Ramm) concludes the sec- 
tion evolution saying: ‘evolution may entertained possible secondary 
cause mediate cause biological science’.” 


Having come the end our quotation from Dr. Monsma, may observe 
that correctly objects, does Dr. Aalders, whom quotes, against identifying 
secondary creation with providence. Now Dr. Aalders interprets the days Genesis 
long periods, but even will not identify secondary creation with providence. 
Even the secondary creation, though implies God’s providence, also goes beyond 
the ordinary works providence. The creation week unusual its character also 
this score. Nor like Dr. Ramm’s compromise with evolution. 


Secondly, now come the application and connotation Dr. Ramm’s 
view phenomenal language connection with his view the character the days 
Genesis This view described page 218 and following. indicates his 
view thus: 

“Pictorial Day and Moderate Concordism.” Says he: “The theory shall 
defend has been defended some its elements such writers Pohle, God: 
The Author Nature and the Supernatural Hugh Miller, Testimony the 
Rocks Wiseman, Creation Revealed Six Days (1948); Kurtz, 
Bible and Astronomy (third German edition, 1857, which Kurtz defends the gap 
theory most sane and reserved exposition, but also defends the pictorial method 
revealing the acts creation;) Canon Dorlodot, Darwinism and Catholic Thought 


(Vol. 1923); Strong, Systemic Theology (1907, II, 393, ff); Gruber, 
The Six Creative Days 


After passing certain other views, Dr. Ramm expresses his view follows, 
page 222: “We believe, agreement with the authorities which have listed, that 
creation was revealed six days, not performed six days. believe that the six 
days are pictorial-revelatory days, not literal days nor age days. The days are means 


communicating man the great fact that God Creator, and that Creator 
all.” 


clear that such view capable being used allow for great variety 
compromises with evolution. Meanwhile, Exodus does not say that God revealed 
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the creation the world six days, but that God made the heavens and the earth 
six days. 

the length those days, scholars differ. Prof. Berkhof preferred think 
six ordinary days. Dr. Abraham Kuyper regarded the last three days ordinary 
days, but the first three periods. And Dr. Bavinck and Dr. Aalders regarded all 


six periods. 


Exegetically, the length the days cannot solved. But there are some ex- 
egetical loose ends that can noted. Genesis Chapter Two you have mist before 
rain. The article the Standard Bible Encyclopedia mist brings 
this mist into connection with the theory the hot and cooling earth. Says this 
article, the account creation, ‘there went mist from the giving 
description the warm humid atmosphere the carboniferous ages, which agrees 
remarkably with the teaching modern science.” (Genesis 2:6). 


Although Babylonian meaning for the word mist has been proposed, still 
have the word mist the Revised Standard Version and the Jewish Translation 
1917 and 1955, and the American Standard Version. 


There also exegetical loose end Psalm prayer Moses. looks 
retrospectively upon the past and says verse “Behold the mountains were brought 
forth, ever thou hadst formed the earth and the world, even from age age, Thou 
art God.” 

This may also translated “from everlasting everlasting,” but the look 
retrospective, and not explicitly prospective here. Hence the translation “from age 
age” may refer past ages, concerning which may said verse “For 
thousand years Thy sight are but yesterday 


The implication may that even before the mountains were brought forth, 
ever God had formed the earth and the world, from age age, that distant past, 


the Lord God. 


Again there exegetical loose end Hebrews 11:3, “By faith under- 
stand the worlds (Greek aionas, ages age-old worlds) have been framed the 
word God, that what seen hath not been made out things which appear”. 
Although the word kosmos could have been used, have the word aionas, from 


which our word eons derived, which may point long ages being involved 
the work creation. 


Moreover, Moses’ day, the Egyptian Book the Dead may have been famil- 
iar least its title the Israelites. Now its title uses day long period: The 
Coming into the Day. The thought follows: 


The soul, weighed the balances and not found wanting, will come out 
into the day, after leaves the body, with the thought long period, but called 
day, because thought that there night there, such often this world. 

Well, when the soul thus thought come out into the day heaven, very 
long period intended for day the very beginning the Egyptian Book the 
Dead. And the Israelites had raised the question whether similarly Genesis uses 
the word day period, they may have speculated about the meaning day here, 
still today. 

will seen that not along with Dr. Ramm his view that the 
work creation was revealed six days, but hold that was accomplished 
six days—whatever one may think the length these days. They may have been 
vast eons, that stagger one’s imagination. Nothing too vast for our God. And the 
day the Lord will even one vast and endless eon the new heaven and new 
earth. 


There are other strictures some the positions Dr. Ramm article 
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Dr. John Vries The Calvin Forum May, 1955, page 213, and share these 
strictures, but space and time not allow their treatment here. Dr. Vries’s book, 
Beyond the Atom, very commendable guide for the problems raised Ramm. 

Finally, way few concluding remarks, may illustrate that the so- 
called “phenomenal language,” which the creation story Genesis, Chapter 
Chapter verse Chapter II, verse allegedly couched, and which the story 
the fall Genesis, Chapter verse verse 24, also allegedly couched, does 


not readily yield merely phenomenal interpretation. has phenomenal character- 
istics, but also goes beyond the merely phenomenal. 


Thus the serpent more than the phenomenal serpent, but some way in- 
volves that old serpent the devil and Satan. But that interpretation goes beyond mere- 
phenomenal language. And thus the expression, these are the generations the 
heavens and the earth, also goes beyond phenomenal language. 


And the two-fold sequence Chapter the verses and 25, respectively, 
involves one sequence that may chronological and phenomenal; but, so, the 
other sequence not. Here now follows the sequence verse 24: cattle and creeping 
things and beasts the earth. But then follows the altogether different sequence 
verse 25: beasts the earth and cattle and everything that creepeth upon the ground. 
Thus, the second sequence, not one the three items has retained its original place 
the first sequence, the first the second the third item mentioned. the 
one sequence chronological and phenomenal, the other not. 

What the other sequence then? Perhaps logical sequence, suggested 
Ramm and Ridderbos, although that not too sure, for may also dif- 
ferent sequence for the sake literary variety, merely literary sequence. But Dr. 
Ramm apparently quite sure that part the creation story phenomenal and part 
logical, its sequence. Well, that may true, but has not been sufficiently dem- 
onstrated means exegetical data. Nevertheless, may still true, the light 
God’s revelation nature and the light the natural sciences. 


Furthermore, the very expressions involving DAY, day one, day second, day 
third, day fourth, day fifth, day THE sixth, and day THE seventh may beyond 
phenomenal language. For the absence the article, THE, with the Hebrew ex- 
pressions for the first five days certainly mysterious, and its intent apparently goes 
beyond that mere phenomenal language, some mysterious way other. 

Moreover, Dr. Aalders has pointed out, none these six days explicitly 
associated with night, and the words day, evening, and morning are also used 
Scripture another sense than that merely phenomenal language. 


Furthermore, Genesis II, verse you have mist before rain. that allows 
for the view that cooling earth involved, then the language not merely phenom- 
enal, but the implications may scientific. 

Psalm 90, verse similarly, the language presents another loose end that 
may beyond the phenomenal the scientific “Before the mountains were 
brought forth ever thou hadst formed the earth and the world. Even from age 
age, thou art God.” Are past great ages concerned here Genesis, Chapter 

And Hebrews II, verse have another exegetical puzzle: faith 
understand that the (age-old) worlds (aionas) have been framed Why does the 
author not use cosmos instead aionas, from which our word eons derived? Does 
want emphasize past great ages during which the worlds were framed, accord- 
ing Genesis 

And, incidentally, did the Hebrews the days Moses, when they may have 
read Genesis know that the Egyptian Book the Dead uses the word the 
sense long period, the title, The Coming out into the Day, meaning the coming 
out the departing soul into the age-long day heaven? 


The alleged phenomenal language when comes the word DAY may involve 
too narrow concept more narrow than the rest Scripture requires, especially 
the light Hebrews verse “By faith understand that the worlds have 

line with the rest Scripture, and line with God’s revelation nature 
understood the natural sciences today, the word DAY may have involved long 
period, even Genesis 

Somewhat similarly, the word DAy, the expression “latter days” and “day 
the Lord,” needs interpreted perhaps beyond the knowledge the secondary 
authors the Old Testament and line with the knowldge the primary author, 
the Holy Spirit, indicated the New Testament. refers various periods, and 
sometimes perhaps that the new heaven and new earth, involving intermin- 
able age, eon period. The latter days the seem include this eternal age 
even the Shiloh prophecy Jacob. (Gen. 49:1). 

Meanwhile the term phenomenal language, distinction 
language, can serve useful purpose, many contexts, and should means 


discarded. 
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THE EFFECTS POETIC AND LITERARY STYLE THE 
INTERPRETATION THE EARLY CHAPTERS GENESIS 


TRINITY THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 


The Problem 


the continuing attempts understand science, the early Genesis chapters 
and the relationship the one the other, one the factors that might signifi- 
cant that the Semitic poetry and literary style which Genesis written. Specif- 
ically, the early chapters Genesis are couched poetic style, what could this 
mean for understanding the accounts? Because poetry, can “interpret” the 
language Genesis such way bring more into line with the present con- 
clusions science, some evangelicals are doing? Or. can sure enough 
what Genesis means that can say science, categorically, this that conclusion 
yours unacceptable because item natural revelation not con- 
formity with the written revelation? 


Several important features Western poetry are missing from pre-Arabic 
Semitic poetry. has meter, neither accentual syllabic. does not use rhyme. 
has stylistic regularity that can named, any level. manifests regular- 
ity the manner which stichs (lines) may combined form sentences, that 
is, complete thought units. manifests regularity the sequence similarly 
combined stichs. Variation the norm, not the exception. These poets felt under 
constraint abide strict poetic codes. 


One feature important Semitic poetry. the phenomenon the repe- 
tition thought parallel stichs. Even here the norm irregularity. The poet tells 
his story ornamented with liberal, scattered sprinkling paralleled thoughts. 
this recurring pattern repetition thoughts which gives the composition the 
character poetry. 

The poet has his form specialties. uses acrostics. inverts the words which 
are parallel create chiastic effect. “balances” shorter line with synonym 
greater length, often called ballast variant. makes some use, minor feature, 


epistrophic and strophic structure. But none these basic essential. Only 
thought paralleling basic. 


The test not the slight evidence strophic structure with the repetition 
the seven days. The test not the mildly epic style. The only sure test thought 
repetition adjoining stichs. this test the early chapters Genesis not quali- 
for the classification poetry. True, some scattered verses are this style, but 
not the majority. For this reason some have suggested poetic substratum, and that 
this present version composed from earlier poem. Thus some the poetry 
peeks through here and there, they say. 


cannot therefore solve our problem saying that since this poetry 


are justified interpreting figuratively and can thus readily make conform 
pronouncement science that seems conflict with it. 


But this not all. Early Semitic poetry does not use figures speech for 
ornaments extensively our western poetry. Our poetry illuminated, 
made brilliant, suggestive figures. Their poetry for the most part epic style, 
and epics tell plain stories about famous events persons. The stories may imag- 
inative, but that which makes them imaginative the story and not the figures 
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speech with which the story told. The ornamenting the story not fig- 
ures speech, but the clever selection synonyms with which repeat the 
thoughts the parallels. The translator arrives the meaning with the same lexicon 
uses for prose. list figures needed for the interpretation this literature. 

the light this, one would need specific evidence that particular element 
this account literary figure. This evidence should philologic character. 
One can not assume the existence figure here there merely resolve prob- 
lem raised some other discipline. Because conveys theologic meaning not 
sufficient reason for treating the words some figurative sense only. One not 
justified, some are trying, using the evidence science the basis for insist- 
ing that some the language early Genesis figurative. This most apt 
eisegesis, and eisegesis with material that itself awaits absolute verification. 

The better way admit frankly the problems. should content 
await additional evidence for their solution rather than read solution into the 
text from another discipline. This latter course may put the unfavorable position 
making the Bible say this today and that tomorrow. 
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FIGURES SPEECH HUMAN LANGUAGE 


GORDON DIVINITY SCHOOL 


Biblical Hermeneutics, the science Biblical interpretation, cannot di- 
vorced from the study language general. The Bible not simply book from 
God. book for men. was written human language men who used the 
vocabulary, idiom, sentence structure, and grammar the generations which they 
wrote. Bible interpretation—and translation—must bridge the cultural and linguistic 
gap between the ancient world and the contemporary world. not enough 


translate words. The ideas and thought patterns the Biblical writers must made 
relevant modern society. 


Concrete expressions precede abstract ideas. 


the development language, refined abstract meanings largely grow 
out more concrete meanings (Bloomfield, Language, 429). The concrete mean- 
ing may thought the meaning word, but that “literal” meaning 
may completely forgotten the later history the usage the word. Many 
our prosaic expressions have most colorful history. The sincere man is, etymologi- 
cally, the man “without wax,” and the unscrupulous man has grains sand 
his shoes (to annoy him). The Kaiser Germany and the Tsar Russia bore titles 
derived from Gaius Julius Caesar, whose name also gives our medical “caesarean” 
operation. Meaning each case determined use, not etymology. 

Our word “dollar” has colorful history. The German “taler”, its antecedent, 
derived from Joachimstaler, from Poachimstal (Joachim’s Dale) Bohemia, 
where silver was minted the sixteenth century. St. Audrey’s Fair Britain was 
famous for the lace which was sold there. gave rise our word “tawdry,” the 
sense cheap, showy, gaudy. 

The Hebrew word paneh means, the first instance, face countenance. 
the English usage the same word, “face” can mean “surface” and possible 
speak “the face the waters” (Genesis 1:2). With the preposition Le, “to” 
added, have the concept “to the face of” which comes mean “in front of” 
“before.” The concept “before” may refer place (Gen. 23:12; Exodus 7:10), 
time. Isaiah 18:5 speaks time “before the harvest.” 

Biblical interpretation should remembered that concrete meanings tend 
forgotten when abstract ideas are assigned words. Lipheneh, the face of”, 
becomes the word “before” and was thought word its own right. Thus 
have such expression milepheney, “from etymologically, would 
demand “from the face of.” Every living language develops along these lines, 
and Biblical languages must not thought exceptions. 


Self conscious art expands linguistic usage. 


Such linguistic development have just noted doubtless devoid, for 
the most part, any conscious feeling for style. society becomes more complex, 
abstract ideas must expressed and people draw unconsciously upon the vocabulary 
concrete phenomena express the abstract. Every advancing culture, however, 
has nucleus brave souls who are willing try new linguistic paths. word 
expression used deliberately different sense from that which properly belongs 
called trope. the strict sense, these are the only figures speech. Un- 
conscious change observable the history words. Tropes, however, exhibit 
expansion the existing vocabulary meet new situations, particularly those 
emotional nature where felt that the existing word stock cannot give adequate 
expression. 


When Bobby Burns says, “My love like red, red rose,” seeking for 
words describe the beauty loved one. The beauty the rose came his mind 
the best comparison. Shakespeare used the same imagery, albeit less romantic 
moment, when says, women are roses, whose fair flower Being once dis- 
play’d, doth fall that very hour. (Twelfth Night, II, 36). Thinking the soft- 
ness roses, Robert Louis Stevenson remarks, “Marriage like life this—that 
field battle, and not bed roses.” (Vivrigibus Puerisque ch. 1). Press- 
ing the rose thing beauty, Shakespeare remarks—somewhat annoyingly— 
“Roses have thorns, and silver fountains mud.” (Sonnets 35). none these quo- 
tations are far removed from the flower, but each them the flower kind 


object lesson convey some meaning dear the heart the writer. this 
wider usage that leads our figures speech. 


II. VARIETIES FIGURE SPEECH 


true other areas linguistic research, figures speech precede, and 
sometimes defy, attempts classify them. Such attempts are frequently useful, how- 
ever. They help understand and appreciate the variety inherent human lang- 
uage—a variety which also inherent Sacred Scripture. 


The simplest figure speech the simile, the comparison which expressed 
“like” “as.” example this formal comparison may seen Isaiah 
55:10, 11: “For the rain and the snow come down from the heavens, and thither 
not return, but water the land, and cause bear and sprout, and gives 
seed the sower and bread the eater: shall word which goes forth out 
mouth; shall not return empty, but that which desired, and 
successful what sent it.” Since the simile designed illustrate the author’s 
meaning usually does not present interpretation problems. The parables the New 
Testament are frequently the form extended similes. such they present 
problems the interpreter who must seize upon the point comparison intended, 
and distinguish the vital from the incidental. 


The unexpressed, implied comparison termed metaphor. Jesus, Luke 
13:32, referred Herod “that old fox.” Matthew 5:13 said his disciples, 


“Ye are the salt the earth.” the parable the extended simile, the allegory 
the extended metaphor. 


Isaiah 5:1-6 presents the history God’s dealings with Israel the form 
parable. God, husbandman, has planted Israel, the vineyard. Instead yield- 
ing good grapes, she yielded sour grapes. All the husbandman’s labors appear 
have been vain, far the results are concerned. says that will break 
down the protecting wall and allow the enemy destroy the vineyard. The meaning 
the parable clearly given (5:7). 

The same elements are used the form allegory Psalm 80:8-15. God 
took vine out Egypt. planted it, tended it, and subsequently broke down the 
wall that protected it. Israel not identified and there statement that the passage 


allegorical. Yet there can doubt that such the case. God did not take vine 
from Egypt—He took His 


The presence allegory the accounts the creation and, particularly, the 
fall man the subject debate. Most conservative writers assume that the chap- 
ters are meant understood historically, although they debate concerning such 
details the length the “days” Genesis 1-2. Franz Delitzsch his New Com- 
mentary Genesis (p. 148) suggested that the account the talking serpent 
chapter three might regarded “history clothed figure.” Pieters rejects ab- 
solutely allegorical view Genesis but suggests two possible legitimate in- 
terpretations: factual-symbolical one which accepts the entire episode fact with 
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symbolic meaning, and purely symbolic one which accepts the underlying story 
while not accepting the form portrayal setting forth what actually 
occurred. 

Perhaps the best known allegory the English Bunyan’s Pilgrim’s 
Progress. There question that Bunyan was self-consciously writing allegory. 
His names and experiences reflect the pilgrimage—not particular historical char- 
acter, but Christian, sense every Christian. Allegory 
legitimate method instruction. When the writer gives clear evidence that 
writing allegorically, the reader should not attempt read history into it. 


problem arises, however, when sober history allegorized. should dis- 
tinguish between true allegories (such Pilgrim’s Progress, Gulliver’s Travels) 
and the allegorical method interpretation Scripture and other literature. When 
sophisticated Greeks outgrew their religious literature (Homer’s and Odessey, 
and Hesiod’s Theogany) they resorted allegory, that the stories the 
gods and goddesses were not history but allegory. When Hellenism met Judaism, 
particularly Alexandria, the Old Testament was allegorized writers such 
Aristobulus and Philo. Clement Alexandria, and Origen introduced the allegori- 
cal approach into the Christian church. Although the reformation brought revival 
historical, grammatical, critical study, allegorism continues basis for much 
Roman Catholic thought, and persists, frequently under the guise typology, 
much fundamentalist literature. 

There are, course, allegories Scripture, and the careful exegete will seek 
identify them and interpret them they were meant interpreted. object 
the allegorical method interpreting that which was meant history. seek 
proper hermeneutic for that which clearly allegory. 

the figure speech known synecdoche, part object may used 
for the whole, whole for the part. Luke 2:1 speaks “all the world” being 
taxed. The meaning is, course, the Roman world, the Roman Empire. Jephtah 
said have been buried “in the cities Gilead” meaning one them. (Judges 
12:7). 

Metonymy the term used when some adjunct associated idea put for 
the main subject, and vice versa. The term “Moses and the Prophets” used for 
their writings (cf. Luke 16:29). The words “kill the passover” (Exodus 12:21) 
speak the slaying the paschal lamb. When Job (34:6) says “My arrow in- 

The term Personification used when inanimate object spoken 
addressed human terms. Numbers 16:32 read: “The earth opened her mouth 
and swallowed them (i.e., Korah, Dathan and Abiram) up.” Both personification and 
simile are illustrated Psalm 114:3-4: “The sea saw and fled, the Jordan was turned 
backward. The mountains leaped like rams; and the little hills like rams.” 

The intentional use exaggeration produce designed effect termed 
hyperbole. The Midianites and Amalekites are described Judges 7:12 “Lying 
the valley like grasshoppers for multitude; and their camels without number, 
the sand the sea side for multitude.” (Judges 7:12). David speaks Saul and 
Jonathan “swifter than eagles and stronger than lions.” Samuel 1:23). The 
Psalmist complains, “All night make bed swim; with tears dissolve 
couch.” (6:6). 

When the speaker writer says the opposite what intends, term his 
utterance irony. Job made eloquent use irony when said, “True that 
are the people, and with you wisdom shall die.” (12:1). Elijah’s taunt addressed 
the Baal worshippers similar vein: “Cry aloud for god; either 


must awaked.” Kings 18:27). 


III. Ficures SPEECH AND 


The culture Greece and Rome has had profound effect the life the 
west, including its thought and speech forms. occasion for regret that our 
generation has lost contact with much classical literature. Common literary allusions 
make sense bright young moderns. The allusion “resting the arms 
Morpheus” would meaningless many who would, nevertheless, have some 
knowledge morphine. the first case have direct allusion to, and the sec- 
ond case derivitive from the name the Greek god dreams. The muses—the 
Nymphs ancient Greece—are almost forgotten, but remember them our 
“music” (“the are the Muses”). Hygieia, goddess health, has given our 
word “hygiene,” and Ceres, goddess agriculture, has given our “cereals” 


grains—a word which has been further specialized America designate breakfast 
foods! 


The literary allusion, the figurative speech, and the derivitive word should 
carefully distinguished. Examples each will found Scripture, but the careful 
interpreter will need distinguish them. 


The monster the Babylonian creation epic, the Enuma Elish known the 
name Tiamat. the climax the activity described the epic, Marduk, god 
Babylon, pierces her with his sword, divides her into two parts and fashions them 
into heaven and earth, respectively. Many scholars see tehom, “the deep” Gen- 
esis 1:2, reflection this element mythology. Alexander Heidel does not concur. 
notes, “Though coming from the same root, the two words not denote the same 
thing. ... Tiamat mythical personality. Such significance the Old Testament 
tehom never has ... Tehom masculine, Tiamat feminine.” Heidel points out that 
both Tehom and Tiamat back common Semitic form. 


The problem the relationship between tehom and Tiamat one origins. 
Hypothetically there are two possibilities for the origin the concepts. The myth- 
ology may have priority, and the word used “the deep” may derived from the 
mythology. The “deep” may have been named first, and the personification the 
monster the deep may have received the name assigned “the deep” adapta- 
tion thereof. Comparisons may made with Shemesh, either the sun the sun god; 
Yareach, the moon the moon god; Yam, the sea the god the sea and many 
more. certainly true that the naive mind did not distinguish between the sun 
and the sun god. When man looked Shemesh saw the sun disk and deity whom 
adored. Logically, however, the words applied the natural phenomena must 
precede the use those words for objects worship. The mythology describes the 
natural phenomena, rather than the reverse. 


This does not rule out the use mythology Biblical vocabulary, however. 
The seven-headed Canaanite monster Lotan, the Biblical Leviathan used Scrip- 
ture personify the forces evil which Yaweh has subdued the past will sub- 
due the future. 


Psalm calls remembrance the mighty acts Yahweh the time the 
exodus. The Psalmist addresses the Lord: “Thou didst divide the sea (Yam) thy 
might, thou didst break the heads the dragons (Tanninim) the waters, thou 
didst crush the heads Leviathan, thou didst give him food for the creatures 
the wilderness” (Psalm 74:13-14). Here the Red Sea personified. Its waters are 
the enemies God and His people. God destroyed the enemy, opened the waters 
the sea, and enabled the people pass over dry ground. decisive the victory 
that creatures the wilderness feed upon the remains the defeated foe. 

Afflicted Job would not curse God, but did curse the day his birth. 
anguish cried out, “Let those curse who curse the day, who are skilled rouse 
Leviathan” (Job 3:8). Many ancients believed that eclipse occurred when 
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dragon swallowed the sun the moon. only some enchanter had aroused Levia- 
than, the monster himself might have obliterated the day Job’s birth, thus re- 
lieving him his many troubles! 


Isaiah makes reference Leviathan prophetic passage depicting the future 
victory God over his foes: that day Yehweh with his hard and great and strong 
sword will punish Leviathan the fleeing serpent, Leviathan the crooked serpent, and 
will slay the dragon that the sea” (27:1). One the tablets from Ras Shamra 
described Lotan almost identical words: “When thou has smitten Lotan, the flee- 
ing serpent (and) hast put end the crooked serpent, the mighty one with seven 
heads” (67:1:1). the Ras Shamra text Baal rather than Yahweh who the 
foe Lotan/Leviathan. Isaiah was, course, strict monotheist. did not hesi- 
tate, however, draw upon the common stock poetic imagery known his gener- 
ation, just contemporary writers allude mythology illustrate point without 
thereby expressing approval the story concept adapted. 


Leviathan may used the personification the forces evil, past 
future. the book Revelation, the epitome evil seen the dragon (12:9). 
The beast with “ten horns and seven heads” arising from the sea (13:1) reminis- 
cent the seven-headed Lotan the Ras Shamra tablets. The Seer Patmos en- 
visions the final victory God one which “dragon” “beast” destroyed 
the prelude age everlasting bliss. 


Just Shemesh may refer the sun, the sun god, Leviathan may refer 
marine creature such the crocodile well the monster mythology. 
Psalm 104:25-26 Leviathan found sporting the sea, thoroughly-innocent 
creature. Similarly Job gives detailed description this creature who gives evi- 
dence the wisdom and the power God. 


CONCLUSIONS 


examination the usage figures speech human language leads 
the following conclusions: 


Speech general proceeds from the concrete the abstract. Concrete ex- 
pressions frequently develop abstract connotations. Usage, rather than etymology, 
determines the meaning words. 

Imaginative writers and speakers make use similes, metaphors, and other 
figures speech, some which become standardized linguistic usage. 

Mythology and folk lore contribute linguistic development. This true 
the languages which accept appreciate the mythology, have close relations 
with people who accept appreciate it. 

The Bible, written human language, makes use figures speech 
all categories. 


12:00-12:30 Lunch served 


1:00 


1:30 


3:45 


4:30 


5:30 


10th Anniversary Sessions the E.T.S. 
December 29-30, 1959 
Wheaton College, Wheaton 


Tuesday, December 
“Party Room” 
2nd floor, College Dining Hall 
Tuesday Afternoon Session 
Call Order Fischer Auditorium 


President Gilbert Johnson (C-301) 
Blanchard Hall 
Devotional Douglas Stephens 


Northern Baptist Theological Seminary 


Greetings Raymond Edman, President, 
Wheaton College, Wheaton, 


Adoption the Docket 


“Genesis and the Date the Flood” 
John Whitcomb, Jr., 
Grace Theological Seminary 


“Recent Trends Concerning the Authorship 
the Pastoral Epistles” 
Earle Ellis 
Southern Baptist Theological Seminary 


Business Session 
Executive 


President Gilbert Johnson 
Secretary Barton Payne 
Treasurer Alfred Cierpke 


Auditor’s Report 
Committee Reports 
Membership Barton Payne 
Program Arrangements Allan MacRae 
Election the Nominating Committee 
Old Business 


Final action the amendment Article 
VII the Constitution 


“Oral Tradition and Old Testament 
Transmission” 
Laird Harris 
Covenant Theological ‘Seminary 


“Practical Suggestions for Theological 
Publication” 
Kenneth Taylor, Director, Moody Press 


Tuesday Evening Session 
Fellowship Dinner “Party Room” 
2nd floor, College Dining Hall 
Pres. Allan MacRae, moderator 
Devotional Period 
Wilbert Norton, Pres., Trinity 
Seminary Bible College 
Presidential 
Theological Education” 
Gilbert Johnson, Nyack 
Missionary College 


Outreach 


7:00 Fischer Auditorium (C-301) Blanchard Hall 


“An Approach the Greek Reading Prob- 
lem Based upon Structural Statistics.” 
Henry Moeller 
Central Baptist Theological Seminary 


Fischer Auditorium-(C-301) Blanchard Hall 
“Barth and the Problem Evil” 


Theological Seminary 
Allan Killen, Covenant 


Tell-en-Najila, The Site Gath 
Richard Mitchell 
Israel-American Institute Biblical Studies 


9:00 Lecture “Excavating Ancient 


Dothan, 1959” Joseph Free, 
Wheaton College 


Wednesday, December 
7:30-8:00 Breakfast served College Dining Hall 


Wednesday Morning Session 
8:15 Devotional Service Fischer Auditorium 
(C-301) Blanchard Hall 


Oliver Buswell, II, Dean, Covenant 
Theological Seminary 


“The Date the Exodus” 
John Rea Grace Theological Seminary 


“The Footnotes John”, Merrill Tenney 
Dean, Wheaton College Graduate School 


Panel Discussion 


“The E.T.S., It’s First Ten Years” 
Chm., Laird Harris, First 
ational secretary (1949-1954) 


OLD TESTAMENT SECTION—Fischer Auditorium 
(C-301) Blanchard Hall 


“The High-handed Sin” 
Martin Wyngaarden, Calvin Seminary 


10:30 


11:15 “Structure Analysis Hebrew Poetry” 


Elmer Smick, Covenant College and 
Theological Seminary 


NEW TESTAMENT SECTION Hadley Hall, 
(C-302), Blanchard Hall 


10:30 Note Dichotomeo, Mt. 24:50 and 
Lk. 12:15” Wilber Wallis 
Covenant Theological Seminary 


11:15 “The Christology Phil. 2:5-11” 
Charles Horne, Southeastern 
Bible College 

12:00-12:30 Lunch served 

College Dining Hall 


3:15 
q 


1:00 Business Session 


Wednesday Afternoon Session 


Fischer Auditorium 
(C-301) Blanchard Hall 


Reports the Regional Sections 


New England Robert Dempsey 


Eastern William Paul 
Southern Theodore Mercer 
Mid-Western Robert Culver 


Far-Western Paul Jewett 


Committee Reports 


Necrology Barton Payne 
Editorial Steven Barabas and 

Neil Winegarden 
Nominating 


New Business 


Report the Resolutions Committee 


1:30 


2:15 


3:00 


3:45 


4:30 


“Darwin and Huxley, 1859-1959” 
Allan MacRae, Faith 


Theological Seminary 


“Communism and Moral Law” 
James Bales Harding College 


“The Doctrine the Holy Spirit 
Contemporary Thought”, Jerome Ficek, 
Trinity Theological Seminary 


“The Impact New Testament Criticism 
Christology” 
Stewart Hackett 
Louisiana College 


“Does God Guarantee Protection from 
Nervous Breakdown?” 
David Busby, Practicing Psychiatrist, 
Niles, 


Closing Devotional Service 
William Culbertson, President, 
Moody Bible Institute 
Adjournment 


E.T.S. WALL-PLAQUE NOW AVAILABLE 


Suitable for use office home. 


Shield-shape, maroon and gray, containing the seal the Society. 


Approximately 


masonite, 


75¢ each. Order from the secretary. 
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BULLETIN THE EVANGELICAL THEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 


ARTICLES 


Anderson, Francis I., “The Dead Sea Scrolls and the Formation 
the Canon” 

Bender, Thorwald W., “Ferre’s Christology: ‘Christ you the Hope 
Glory’” 

Clark, Gordon H., “Can Moral Education Grounded 
Naturalism?” 

Dampier, Joseph H., “The Scrolls and the Scribes the New 
Testament” 

Ficek, Jerome L., “The Christology Paul Tillich: The New Being 
Jesus the Christ” 


“The Paradox the Fortunate Fall Contemporary 
Theology” 


Golter, Robert A., “Increasing Research Resources through Library 
Cooperation: Plan” 


Hembold, Andrew, “The Coptic Gnostic Texts Nag Hammadi” 

Holmes, Arthur F., “The Nature Theistic Apologetics” 

Kantzer, Kenneth S., “The Christology Karl Barth” 

Klooster, Fred H., “Aspects the Soterology Karl Barth” 

MacRae, Allan A., “The Principles Interpreting Genesis and 

Payne, Barton, “The Imminent Appearing Christ” 

“The Uneasy Conscience Modern Liberal Exegesis” 

Pfeiffer, Charles F., “Figures Speech Human Language” 

Ramm, Bernard, “The Apologetic the Old Testament: the Basis 
Biblical and Christian Apologetic” 

Stonehouse, Ned B., “The Infallibility Scripture and Evangelical 
Progress” (Presidential Address, 1957) 

Wood, Leon J., “Present Trend Old Testament Theology 
Represented the Albright Influence” 

Wyngaarden, Martin J., “Phenomenal Language According Dr. 
Bernard Ramm” 


“The Servant Jehovah Isaiah and the Dead Sea Scrolls” 


Young, Douglas, “The Effects Poetic and Literary Style 
Interpretation the Early Chapters Genesis” 


Young, Warren C., “Is There Christian Philosophy?” 
“Whither Evangelicalism?” (Presidential Address, 1958) 
SOCIETY MATTERS 
Directory, Supplement Vol. 
Vol. 
Minutes 
Programs 


Reports 
Sections: Announcements 


1:3, 


1:4, 
1:3, 
1:2, 
11:2, 
11:2, 
1:4, 
1:4, 


1:4, 
II:1, 


1:1, 


I:1, 

1:4, 24; 

I:1, 

I:1, 19; 1:3, 19; 


Reports 1:2, 24; 
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Vice-President Secretary 
Gilbert Johnson Allan MacRae, Ph.D. Barton Payne, Th.D. 
Nyack Missionary College Faith Seminary Wheaton College 
Upland Drive Park Graduate 
Treasurer Editor Managing Editor 
Alfred Cierpke, Th.D. Steven Barabas, Nei! Th.D. 
Temple Baptist Theol. Seminary College 
1309 Duncan Ave., Wheaton, 
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UBLICATIONS PREVIOUS YEARS 


BPE. 


the following publications are still 


1954 Annual Meeting $3.00 ($1.50) 


1955 Annual $3.00 ($1.50) 


o 
the 1956 Annual Meeting $3.00 ($1.50) 
above are mimeographed, paper bound) 


E.T.S, members, John Walvoord, editor 


and Interpretation, 1957, ($3.00) 


Paul Jewett, 


Concept Revelation, 1954 $3.50 ($2.00) 


Arameans Damascus, 1957 $6.00 ($1.54) 
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above are cloth bound, printed volumes) 
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